The nominal genus Caiusa was established by Surcouf (1920: 52) for a single new species, Caiusa indica Surcouf. He considered it close to Phumosia Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830, having the same general appearance, but differed by the presence of only a single anterior katepisternal seta ("… ne possédant qu'une seule soie sternopleurale antérieur au lieu de deux …"). It was subsequently sunk as a junior synonym of Phumosia by Zumpt (1954) , and this opinion is followed here. James (1977) failed to include the name Caiusa coomani in his catalogue of the Diptera of the Oriental Region. It is also lacking from the website Systema Dipterorum (formerly Biosystematic Database of World Diptera) (Pape & Thompson 2010) . Kurahashi (1989) was the first to introduce the combination Phumosia coomani. FIGURES 1-10. Phumosia coomani (Séguy, 1948) . 1-4. Genitalia of lectotype of Caiusa coomani. 1. Cerci and surstyli, posterior view. 2. Cerci and surstylus, left lateral view. 3. Aedeagus, left lateral view. 4. Pregonites and aedeagus, dorsal view. 5-8. Genitalia of a male bred from larvae consuming egg masses of Polypedates macrocephalus. 5. Cerci and surstyli, posterior view. 6. Cerci and surstylus, left lateral view. 7. Aedeagus, left lateral view. 8. Pregonites and aedeagus, dorsal view. 9. Labels on lectotype (4 labels). 10. Labels on one of the paralectotypes (2 labels) (a locality label, identical to the one on the lectotype, and a paralectotype label are not shown).
In the Oriental Region Phumosia coomani belongs to a group of testaceous yellow Phumosia species having two exceedingly minute setulae just above the lower facial margin, 4 postsutural dorsocentral setae, 1+1 katepisternal setae, a single pair of large postsutural acrostichal setae just in front of scutellum, a pale scutellum and all hyaline (not infuscated) wings. It can usually be separated on external features from its two close relatives P. testacea (Senior-White, 1923) and P. indica (Surcouf, 1920) by the presence of a laterally well defined dark grey vitta middorsally on the prescutum just enclosing the presutural acrostichal setae. In P. testacea the mesonotum is all pale testaceous, whereas in P. indica it is largely fuscous black (Séguy 1948; Kurahashi 2003) . However, two of the examined males of P. coomani are almost all testaceous on prescutum, lacking a distinct middorsal grey stripe, which means that safe identification can only be made by examining the male genitalia. The male genitalia of P. testacea and P. indica have been illustrated by Senior-White (1923) , Senior-White et al. (1940) , Tumrasvin et al. (1979) and Kurahashi (2003) . The most important distinguishing feature is the shape of the surstyli, which in P. testacea and P. indica are broad and almost straight in profile view in contrast to the narrow and strongly curved surstylus of P. coomani. In addition the surstyli curve inwards in dorsal view and have a narrow part at about the middle.
The male genitalia as figured by Fan (1965: 171, fig. 663a ), Fan (1992: 460, fig. 1104n ), Fan (1997: 444, fig. 136 ) and Feng et al. (1998 Feng et al. ( : 1456 fig. 2944Mp ) for a species they called "Caiusa coomani" differ in important respects from those of the lectotype of Caiusa coomani, and may be based on another species misidentified as coomani, possibly Phumosia testacea or P. indica. It may also mean that a fourth species exists which may show a prescutum pattern similar to P. coomani, even if having different genitalia. The apparent contradiction between the described external features in the English language key by Fan (1997: 652) and the figured genitalia suggests that the distribution of Phumosia coomani in mainland China (Fujian, Guangxi, Guizhou, Hainan, Hunan, Sichuan, Yunnan, Zhejiang) as reported by Chinese authors may not be entirely correct. The species is known with certainty to occur in China (Hong Kong) (present study), Japan (Kurahashi 1989) and Vietnam (type locality). The records from China (Taiwan) by Lue and Lin (2000) and Lin et al. (2000) are accepted with some doubt, even if their identifications are based on the descriptions of the external features given by Fan et al. (1992 , cf. Lue & Lin 2000 only, and apparently not on any genital studies. These authors also document predation on egg masses of rhacophorid frogs by Phumosia coomani (Séguy) .
